
COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 19, 2014

TO: Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman County Board of Supervisors
Michael Mayo, Sr, Chairman Transportation, Public Works and Transit
Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: Approval of Milwaukee Transport Services, Inc. Executive Personnel

POLICY

Approval of Executive Personnel replacement is required under the Milwaukee Transport
Services, Inc. contract.

BACKGROUND

Mr. Mike Giugno, Managing Director of Milwaukee Transport Services, Inc. (MTS)
announced his retirement effective June 1, 2014. Per the terms of the Management
Contract with MTS, the successor to the current Managing Director is subject to approval
by Milwaukee County. Mr. Dan Boehm, Chief Administration Officer of MTS has been
recommended as the successor to Mr. Mike Giugno as the Managing Director.

Mr. Boehm has been with MTS for 17 years. He has progressively advanced through
MTS serving most recently as the Chief Administration Officer. Prior to his current role,
he has served as Manager of Research and Planning and Contract Manager of Paratransit.
Mr. Boehm has a comprehensive understanding of transit operations.

RECOMMENDATION

The Director of Transportation recommends that Mr. Dan Boehm be approved as
Managing Director of Milwaukee Transport Services, Inc.
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Approved by:

___________________________
Brian Dranzik, Director
Department of Transportation

Cc: Chris Abele, Milwaukee County Executive
Raisa Koltun, Interim Chief of Staff, Milwaukee County Executive Chris Abele
Kelly Bablitch, Chief of Staff, County Board of Supervisors
Josh Fudge, Fiscal and Budget Administrator, DAS



Daniel A. Boehm, PE                        

 
Employment Experience 

 
Chief Administrative Officer & DBE Officer, Milwauk ee Transport Services (MTS), 
Operator of the Milwaukee County Transit System (MC TS)  

• Report to the Managing Director of the Milwaukee County Transit System.  
• Manage Administrative Departments including Human Resources, Information Technology, 

Materials Management, Paratransit and Risk Management.  
• Project Lead on technical projects of significance to the entire organization including Advanced 

Fare Collection System Project and Bus Rapid Transit System Proposal. 
• Cooperate with Milwaukee County’s Community Business Development Partners Office to create 

a level playing field on which DBEs can compete for contracting opportunities, and report DBE 
utilization information semi-annually as required by the Federal Transit Administration. 

• Participate in labor negotiations, proposing strategies and providing cost analyses of proposals. 
• Reply to public records requests (as custodian of public records for MCTS) promptly, 

professionally and in accordance with Wisconsin Public Records Law.   
• Serve as on-site coordinator for Federal Transit Administration Triennial Reviews. 

 
Seventeen years of progressively responsible management experience in public transportation with a 
demonstrated ability to understand numbers and statistics, and analyze trends, compile peer review 
information, formulate professional opinions as well as make policy recommendations on matters related 
to public transportation administration and operations.  Previous positions in transit include:  Executive 
Assistant (3/06 to 1/07); Manager of Research & Planning (12/01 to 3/06); Contract Manager in 
Paratransit Department (7/99 to 12/01); and Transit Planner (7/97 to 7/99). 
 

Major Accomplishments 
• Oversaw organizational transition from a fully-insured healthcare plan for employees and retirees 

to self-insured healthcare under Milwaukee County’s negotiated plan resulting in first-year cost 
savings of $4.0 million in employee healthcare costs and Other Post Employment Benefit 
(OPEB) medical expenses (2012). 
 

• Oversaw changes in Workers Compensation management approach and personnel that directly 
reduced costs by more than $2.0 million annually while also controlling overtime costs (2010). 

 
• Developed and wrote a comprehensive Very Small Starts Application for a Bus Rapid Transit 

(BRT) project under the New Starts program (2009).  Also, directly wrote or advised on the 
application of tens of millions of dollars in discretionary (competitive) federal and state 
transportation improvement grants under programs such as:  Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Improvement (CMAQ), New Freedom, and Job Access and Reverse Commute. 
  

• Established MCTS New Freedom Program in partnership with the Milwaukee County Office for 
Persons with Disabilities to enable greater mobility for persons with disabilities in the 
community, while increasing wheel-chair use of fixed route transit buses and reducing 
paratransit program trips and related costs by an estimated $1.0 million annually (2008). 

  
• Championed introduction of a paratransit agency fare to be paid by organizations with Federal 

Medicaid funding for transportation purposes in an effort to decrease overall costs to Milwaukee 
County while still providing for ADA required transportation services, the result of which was an 
increase in paratransit revenues of over $3.0 million annually followed by decreased 
paratransit demand, which generated program surpluses in subsequent years.  (2007). 
 



Daniel A. Boehm, PE       
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Project Assistant, University of Wisconsin (UW) – M adison, Dept. of Urban Planning, and 
Pollution Prevention Intern, UW – Extension, Madiso n, WI 

• Researched and quantified changes in land use, land value and property investment while 
proposing a methodology for evaluating the impact of a highway widening project on a historic 
district in the City of Whitewater (8/96 to 12/97).  Wrote pollution prevention fact sheets and 
manuals for outreach to businesses and made presentations to trade association group members 
(6/95 to 8/96). 
 

Environmental Consultant, Blue Green Technologies –  Chicago, IL  
• Provided environmental compliance services in solid and hazardous waste management.  

Conducted compliance audits and served as Co-project Manager for a computer-based 
compliance management database system (7/92 to 6/95). 

 
Senior Environmental Auditor, Waste  Management, Inc. – Oak Brook, IL 

• Conducted environmental compliance audits of company-owned facilities to reduce corporate 
liability by identifying compliance short-falls, and ensuring appropriate preventive and corrective 
actions were taken.  Evaluated whether daily operations, maintenance activities, and construction 
and monitoring methodologies conformed to regulations, permits, licenses, contracts, and 
construction plans (1/89 to 6/92 ). 
 

Education and License 
 

University of Wisconsin - Madison 
• Master of Science (M.S.) in Urban & Regional Planning (1996). 

 
• Bachelor of Science (B.S.) in Civil & Environmental Engineering (1988). 

 
Professional Engineer 

• Registered as a Professional Engineer in the State of Wisconsin:  License No. 29382-6. 
 
 

Activities and Interests 
 

• Pedestrian & Bicycle Safety Committee, Shorewood, Wisconsin (2010 to present).  Re-appointed 
to Committee in May 2013 serving until 2016.  Serving as Committee Co-Chair since 2012. 
 

• Flour Power Volunteer:  pickup donated day-old baked goods from City Market Bakery & Café 
(Shorewood, Wisconsin) and deliver to Milwaukee Rescue Mission monthly. 
 

• Shorewood Connects Spring and Fall yard cleanup volunteer  helping older adults in need of 
assistance under the Connecting Caring Communities neighborhood partnership projects. 

 
• Member of Badgerland Striders (Road Runners Club of America) and marathon runner.  

 
• Member of Bicycle Federation of Wisconsin and year-round bicycle commuter. 

 
 
 
 



(Item )From the Director, Department of Transportation requesting approval of1
Executive Personnel change for Milwaukee Transport Services, Inc. (MTS), by2
recommending adoption of the following:3

4
5

A RESOLUTION6
7
8

WHEREAS, Mr. Mike Giugno announced his retirement effective June 1, 2013;9
and10

11
WHEREAS, by contract, approval of a successor to the Managing Director12

position is subject to approval by Milwaukee County; and13
14

WHEREAS, MTS, Inc. has recommended that Mr. Dan Boehm will replace Mr.15
Giugno as the Managing Director of MTS, Inc; and16

17
WHEREAS, Mr. Boehm is currently the Chief Administration Officer at MTS; and18

19
WHEREAS, Mr. Boehm has been with MTS for 17 years serving in various roles20

including Chief Administration Officer, Manager of Research and Planning and Contract21
Manager of Paratransit, and has worked on numerous projects including the farebox22
replacement project ; now, therefore,23

24
BE IT RESOLVED, that Mr. Dan Boehm be approved as Managing Director of25

Milwaukee Transport Services, Inc.26
27
28
29



MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

DATE: 5/19/14 Original Fiscal Note

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: Approval of Mr. Dan Boehm to the position of Managing Director of Milwaukee
Transport Services, Inc.

FISCAL EFFECT:

No Direct County Fiscal Impact Increase Capital Expenditures

Existing Staff Time Required
Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below) Increase Capital Revenues

Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget Decrease Capital Revenues

Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget

Decrease Operating Expenditures Use of contingent funds

Increase Operating Revenues

Decrease Operating Revenues

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or
Revenue Category

Current Year Subsequent Year

Operating Budget Expenditure $0

Revenue $0

Net Cost $0

Capital Improvement
Budget

Expenditure $0

Revenue $0

Net Cost $0



DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

This resolution approves Mr. Dan Boehm as the Managing Director of Milwaukee Transport
Services, Inc. The resolution is a change in personnel that is currently budgeted for. There is no
fiscal impact to this resolution

Department/Prepared By Brian Dranzik, Director of Transportation

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? Yes No

Did CBDP Review?2 Yes No Not Required

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.
2

Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts.



COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 16, 2014

TO: Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works & Transit
Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: Taxicab Dispatch Service

POLICY

This report is for informational purposes only.

BACKGROUND

The Milwaukee County Transit System (MCTS) was directed to provide a report on the
projected cost of implementing an in-house taxicab dispatch service that would be available to all
permitted taxicabs in Milwaukee County.

MCTS provides local and express motor bus transit services and oversees paratransit van and
taxi services in Milwaukee County.

MCTS’ experience with taxi operations is limited to the administration of the paratransit
program, clients of which can choose to schedule a same-day ride by calling a taxi affiliated with
American United Taxi Company (American United). The current contract with American
United has been extended through May 31, 2015, to provide for an opportunity to re-bid the
contract using an RFP later this year.

A taxi dispatch service of adequate size for all permitted taxicabs in Milwaukee County would
need to be of a similar size to the service offered by American United, which is currently the
largest taxi dispatch service provider in the County. MCTS budgeted for 74,600 taxi rides in
2014, at an annual cost of approximately $1 million, including a total fee of about $448,000 for
management/dispatch/administration related costs.

The management fee covers staffing costs for two telephone operators on a 24/7 basis to handle
all Transit Plus client calls, as well as staffing costs for one full time and three part time persons
to process Transit Plus-related charges, create invoices and audit fares.1

1 Milwaukee County Audit Service Division report titled: Milwaukee County Transit Plus On-Time Performance
and Customer Satisfaction Generally are Good, But Better Oversight of Vendor Complaint Resolution Efforts is
Needed (December 2013), page 42.
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MCTS would need several new positions to provide for a new dispatch service:
 Personnel (24 hour /7-day per week operation) – 14 employees

 3 – Operations Supervisors
 6 – Reservationists
 3 – Office Clerks
 1 – Customer Service Liaison
 1 – Taxi Driver Hirer/Trainer

Personnel Costs for 14 employees at the living wages paid by MCTS is approximately $1.1
million per year. In addition to staffing costs, a large dispatch operation would also require start-
up costs, as it reaches out to both taxi drivers, and the public. Capital and equipment costs
associated with a large dispatch operation would also have to be fully explored. Although few
actual costs have been identified, categories of costs have been described below.

 Start-up Costs – public outreach to taxi drivers would include:
 Marketing/Promotions;
 Legal fees,
 Background checks, and drug/alcohol testing, and
 Review of licenses, insurance, and equipment inspection reports.

 Capital and Equipment Resources
 Building and parking facilities to serve the ingress/egress of 400 taxi cabs and drivers:

24 hours per day, 7-days per week;
 Telephone systems and Information Technology systems that are compatible with taxi

industry software – providing for on-line and telephone reservations;
 Dispatch communications equipment to serve 400 taxi cabs, but expandable to more;
 Office equipment (computers, copiers, file cabinets, etc.) and software for recordkeeping

and reporting:
o accounts receivable and accounts payable activities; and
o 1099 tax form preparation software module for 400 independent contractors.

To competently pursue the current track of developing a taxicab dispatch service that would be
available to all permitted taxicabs in Milwaukee County it would be necessary to seek a thorough
business plan from a taxi industry expert or consultant. There are currently no funds budgeted
for a professional service of this nature. Once the decision is made to move ahead, it will take
about 2 years to develop a new dispatch operation available to all permitted taxicabs.

 Schedule (estimated time frame 27 months)
 Use RFP process to hire a consultant – 4 months
 Obtain a business plan for a taxi dispatch operation – 6 months
 Review of Business Plan with Elected officials to obtain approval to proceed – 2 months
 Use RFP process to procure Hardware/Software for dispatch – 6 months
 Installation and implementation of Hardware/Software – 6 months
 Initiate new taxi dispatch operation – 3 months



May 16, 2014
Page 3

In addition to trying to account for the full costs of developing a new taxicab dispatch operation,
the rapidly changing taxicab regulatory environment also needs to be taken into consideration.
Earlier this year, a lottery for 100 new taxicab permits was held, which represents a roughly 30%
increase in the number of available taxicab licenses in Milwaukee. More recently, an Alderman
in the City of Milwaukee introduced an ordinance to the City’s Public Transportation Review
Board that eliminates all ‘caps’ on the numbers of taxicab vehicle permits that may be issued,
among other regulatory revisions.

To a great extent, this second round of regulatory changes is in response to for-profit companies
like Uber and Lyft bringing online services to Milwaukee County that match ride requests from
the public with available drivers who use licensed limousines, but can also provide the service
using personal automobiles. The business models of both companies have been used
successfully in other cities and are expanding to new markets including Milwaukee. The
primary concern for users of these new systems, and the municipalities that are attempting to
regulate them, is the safety of passengers.

Finally, changes within the market made possible by the introduction of new on-line ride-match
services, along with a changing taxicab regulatory environment suggests that further review of
the paratransit metered taxicab services specification will be necessary prior to re-issuing an RFP
for such services sometime in November 2014.

RECOMMENDATION

This report is for information purposes only.

Prepared by: Dan Boehm, Interim-Managing Director, MCTS

Approved by:

__________________________________
Brian Dranzik
Director, Department of Transportation

cc: Chris Abele, Milwaukee County Executive
Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Kelly Bablitch, Chief of Staff, County Board of Supervisors
Raisa Koltun, Interim--Chief of Staff, Milwaukee County Executive Chris Abele
John Zapfel, Deputy Chief of Staff, Milwaukee County Executive Chris Abele
Don Tyler, Director, Department of Administrative Services
Josh Fudge, Fiscal and Budget Administrator, Department of Administrative Services
Anthony Geiger, Fiscal and Budget Analyst, Department of Administrative Services



COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 15, 2014

TO: Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT AND BUILDING LEASE TERMINATION
BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND TAX AIRFREIGHT, INC.

POLICY

County Board approval is required for Milwaukee County to enter into a building lease
agreement and building lease termination with Tax Airfreight, Inc. for office space at Milwaukee
County’s MKE Regional Business Park at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA).

BACKGROUND

Tax AirFreight, Inc. whose headquarters is on South Howell Avenue employs over 200 people.
This locally owned business assists companies with the coordination of overseas air shipping.
They began the Flyer Logistics Solutions division, as a wholly owned subsidiary, to diversify
their services by coordinating business to business shipping throughout the United States.

Since December 1, 2012, Flyer Logistics Solutions has occupied 2,712 square feet of office
space at 6083 South Jasper Avenue at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park.
Originally they expected to accommodate up to twelve (12) employees with plans to grow the
division. As a result of rapid growth and the hiring of additional employees, Tax AirFreight, Inc.
has selected a 6,750 square foot building located at 418 East Goldleaf Avenue as suitable lease
space to comfortably accommodate their existing staff and have even more room for future
expansion.

Upon lease execution, Tax AirFreight, Inc. will terminate their current lease agreement for the
2,712 square feet of office space they currently occupy at 6083 South Jasper Avenue. This
agreement commenced on December 1, 2012 and ends on November 30, 2015 and has an annual
rent of $18,984.00. Subsequently, upon lease execution, net rent revenue will increase
$31,641.00 annually for the property located at 418 East Goldleaf Avenue.

RECOMMENDATION

Airport staff recommends that Milwaukee County enter into a lease agreement with Tax
AirFreight, Inc., effective July 1, 2014, for the lease of approximately 6,750 square feet of office
space at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park, under standard terms and
conditions for County-owned land and building space, inclusive of the following:

1. The term of the triple net lease agreement shall be for three (3) years, effective July 1, 2014,
and ending June 30, 2017, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option.

2. Any furniture, office equipment, or any other material identified will be inventoried in the
building and made available to Tax AirFreight, Inc. at no charge, to be returned at the

3 
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conclusion of the lease.

3. Rental for the 6,750 square feet of space in the building will be established at: $7.50/sq. ft.
for an total of $50,625.00 for the first year of the lease. This rental rate was developed by
comparison of appraisal information for similar office space at Milwaukee County’s MKE
Regional Business Park. An option to extend the lease term for an additional two years shall
be at the fair market value lease rate, to be reappraised for the option period.

4. Upon lease execution Tax AirFreight, Inc. will terminate their current lease agreement for the
2,712 square feet of office space they currently occupy at 6083 South Jasper Avenue. This
agreement commenced on December 1, 2012 and ends on November 30, 2015 and has an
annual rent of $18,984.00. Subsequently, upon lease execution, net rent revenue will increase
$31,641.00 annually for the property located at 418 East Goldleaf Avenue.

5. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental language
for similar agreements. Under these terms of this triple net lease agreement, Tax AirFreight,
Inc. will be responsible for the cost of insurance, utilities and common area maintenance
charges.

FISCAL NOTE

Annual rental revenues will be $50,625.00 after the first year of the agreement. There is no tax
levy impact.

Prepared by: Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager

Approved by:

_________________________________ ____________________________________
Brian Dranzik, Director Terry Blue
Department of Transportation Interim Airport Director
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File No.1
Journal2

3
(ITEM ) From the Director, of Department of Transportation, requesting that4

Milwaukee County enter into a building lease agreement and building lease termination5
with Tax AirFreight, Inc. at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park at6
General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) by recommending adoption of the7
following.8

9
RESOLUTION10

11
WHEREAS, Tax AirFreight, Inc. whose headquarters is on South Howell Avenue12

employs over 200 people, this locally owned business assists companies with the13
coordination of overseas air shipping. They began the Flyer Logistics Solutions14
division, as a wholly owned subsidiary, to diversify their services by coordinating15
business to business shipping throughout the United States; and16

17
WHEREAS, Since December 1, 2012 Flyer Logistics Solutions has occupied18

2,712 square feet of office space at 6083 South Jasper Avenue at Milwaukee County’s19
MKE Regional Business Park originally they expected to accommodate up to twelve20
(12) employees with plans to grow the division, as a result of rapid growth and the hiring21
of additional employees, Tax AirFreight, Inc. has selected a 6,750 square foot building22
located at 418 East Goldleaf Avenue as suitable lease space to comfortably23
accommodate their existing staff and have even more room for future expansion; and24

25
WHEREAS, Upon lease execution Tax AirFreight, Inc. will terminate their current26

lease agreement for the 2,712 square feet of office space they currently occupy at 608327
South Jasper Avenue this agreement commenced on December 1, 2012 and ends on28
November 30, 2015 and has an annual rent of $18,984.00 and subsequently, upon29
lease execution, net rent revenue will increase $31,641.00 annually for the property30
located at 418 East Goldleaf Avenue; now, therefore31

32
BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director, of Department of Transportation, and the33

Airport Director are hereby authorized to enter into a lease agreement with Tax34
AirFreight, Inc., effective July 1, 2014, for the lease of approximately 6,750 square feet35
of office space at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park, under standard36
terms and conditions for County-owned land and building space, inclusive of the37
following:38

39
1. The term of the triple net lease agreement shall be for three (3) years, effective July40

1, 2014, and ending June 30, 2017, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option.41
42

2. Any furniture, office equipment, or any other material identified will be inventoried in43
the building and made available to Tax AirFreight, Inc. at no charge, to be returned44
at the conclusion of the lease.45

46



3. Rental for the approximately 6,750 square feet of space in the building will be47
established at: $7.50/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $50,625.00 for the first year of48
the lease. This rental rate was developed by comparison of appraisal information for49
similar office space at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park and, an50
option to extend the lease term for an additional two years shall be at the fair market51
value lease rate, to be reappraised for the option period52

53
4. Upon lease execution Tax AirFreight, Inc. will terminate their current lease54

agreement for the 2,712 square feet of office space they currently occupy at 608355
South Jasper Avenue. This agreement commenced on December 1, 2012 and ends56
on November 30, 2015 and has an annual rent of $18,984.00. Subsequently, upon57
lease execution, net rent revenue will increase $31,641.00 annually for the property58
located at 418 East Goldleaf Avenue59

60
5. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and61

environmental language for similar agreements. Under these terms of this triple net62
lease agreement, Tax AirFreight, Inc. will be responsible for the cost of insurance,63
utilities and common area maintenance charges.64

65
66
67
68
69
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

DATE: 5/15/14 Original Fiscal Note

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT AND BUILDING LEASE TERMINATION
BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND TAX AIRFREIGHT, INC.

FISCAL EFFECT:

No Direct County Fiscal Impact Increase Capital Expenditures

Existing Staff Time Required
Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below) Increase Capital Revenues

Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget Decrease Capital Revenues

Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget

Decrease Operating Expenditures Use of contingent funds

Increase Operating Revenues

Decrease Operating Revenues

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or
Revenue Category

Current Year Subsequent Year

Operating Budget Expenditure

Revenue 15,821 31,641

Net Cost

Capital Improvement
Budget

Expenditure

Revenue

Net Cost



DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

Annual rental activities will be $50,625.00 after the first year of the agreement. There is
no tax levy impact

Department/Prepared By Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? Yes No

Did CBDP Review?2 Yes No Not Required

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.
2 Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts.



COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 14, 2014

TO: Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit
Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: NEW AGREEMENT WITH NEW ZOOM, INC. DBA ZOOMSYSTEMS AT
GENERAL MITCHELL INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

POLICY

County Board approval is required to enter into concession agreements at General
Mitchell International Airport (GMIA).

BACKGROUND

Proposals were solicited under Official Notice No. 6913 for the placement of automated
retail vending equipment and convenience item vending equipment in the GMIA terminal
building. The Automated Retail solicitation offered one location on Concourse C and
one location on Concourse D and requested vending-type machines that dispense
merchandise inclusive of cameras, portable sound speakers, telephones, tablets, cosmetic
products, accessories, etc., through the use of cash or credit cards. The Convenience Item
solicitation offered multiple locations throughout the Airport for small vending–type
machines that would dispense personal care products inclusive of baby care products and
pharmacy over the counter products such as aspirin, cold/sinus medications, tissues,
bandaids, salves, etc., through the use of cash or credit cards.

One (1) responsive proposal was received from New Zoom, Inc. dba ZoomSystems
(ZoomSystems) for the Automated Retail offering. One proposal received in response to
the Convenience Item solicitation was determined to be nonresponsive since it proposed
to install two Automated Teller Machines (ATMs), and was, therefore, outside the scope
of Official Notice No. 6913.

ZoomSystems is proposing to maintain a Best Buy electronics vending machine on
Concourse D and a Benefit cosmetics vending machine on Concourse C.

The Community Business Development Partners staff reviewed Official Notice No. 6913
and established a goal of 0% for this concession, since no Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises offer these types of vending services.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Airport staff recommends that Milwaukee County accept the proposal from
ZoomSystems submitted under Official Notice No. 6913 and enter into an agreement
inclusive of the following terms and conditions:

1. The agreement will be for a term of five (5) years, commencing August 1, 2014,

4 



Chairwoman Marina Dimitrijevic
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr.
May 14, 2014
Page 2

and ending July 31, 2019.

2. ZoomSystems shall pay to the County 7% of gross receipts derived from
electronic products, and 10% of gross receipts derived from non-electronic
products.

3. ZoomSystems shall maintain appropriate insurances as determined by the
County’s Risk Manager.

FISCAL NOTE

Airport concessions revenue is anticipated to increase $2,000 in 2014 due to the addition
of one vending machine for a 5 month period. One vending machine is currently
installed, operating on a month-to-month basis, and generating approximately $5,000 in
annual revenue. Subsequent annual revenue is anticipated to be approximately, $10,000
or $5,000 from each machine.

Prepared by: Kathy Nelson, Airport Properties Manager

Approved by:

_________________________________ ____________________________________
Brian Dranzik, Director, Terry Blue
Department of Transportation Interim Airport Director
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File No.1
Journal,2

3
4

(ITEM) From the Director, Department of Transportation, requesting5
authorization to enter into a new agreement with New Zoom, Inc. dba ZoomSystems at6
General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) by recommending the adoption of the7
following.8

9
A RESOLUTION10

11
WHEREAS, proposals were solicited for under Official Notice No. 6913 for the12

placement of automated retail vending equipment and convenience item vending13
equipment in the GMIA terminal building; and14

15
WHEREAS, one (1) responsive proposal was received from New Zoom,16

Inc. dba ZoomSystems for the automated retail vending offering, and no17
responsive proposals were received for the convenience item vending offering;18
and19

20
WHEREAS, Airport Staff recommends that Milwaukee County accept the21

proposal from Zoom Systems submitted under Official Notice No. 6913, now, therefore,22
23

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director, Department of Transportation and the24
County Clerk are hereby authorized to enter into a new concession agreement with New25
Zoom, Inc. dba ZoomSystems inclusive of the following terms and conditions:26

27
1. The agreement will be for a term of five (5) years, commencing August 1, 2014, and28

ending July 31, 2019.29
30

2. ZoomSystems shall pay to the County 7% of gross receipts derived from electronic31
products, and 10% of gross receipts derived from non-electronic products.32

33
3. ZoomSystems shall maintain appropriate insurances as determined by the County’s34

Risk Manager.35
36
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

DATE: 5/14/14 Original Fiscal Note

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: NEW AGREEMENT WITH NEW ZOOM, INC. DBA ZOOMSYSTEMS AT
GENERAL MITCHELL INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

FISCAL EFFECT:

No Direct County Fiscal Impact Increase Capital Expenditures

Existing Staff Time Required
Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below) Increase Capital Revenues

Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget Decrease Capital Revenues

Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget

Decrease Operating Expenditures Use of contingent funds

Increase Operating Revenues

Decrease Operating Revenues

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or
Revenue Category

Current Year Subsequent Year

Operating Budget Expenditure

Revenue 2,000 5,000

Net Cost

Capital Improvement
Budget

Expenditure

Revenue

Net Cost



DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

Airport concessions revenue is anticipated to increase $2,000 in 2014 due to the addition of one
vending machine for a 5 month period. One vending machine is currently installed, operating on a
month-to-month basis, and generating approximately $5,000 in annual revenue. Subsequent annual
revenue is anticipated to be approximately, $10,000 or $5,000 from each machine.

Department/Prepared By Kathy Nelson, Airport Properties Manager

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? Yes No

Did CBDP Review?2 Yes No Not Required

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.
2

Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts.



COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 14, 2014

TO: Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: REVISION TO THE MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR COMMERCIAL
AERONAUTICAL ACTIVITIES ON MILWAUKEE COUNTY AIRPORTS IN ORDER
TO REMOVE INSURANCE AMOUNTS

POLICY

Milwaukee County Ordinance 4.07 requires County Board approval for revisions to the
Minimum Standards for Commercial Aeronautical Activities on Milwaukee County Airports.

BACKGROUND

FAA Regulations strongly recommend that airports develop and maintain a listing of minimum
standards in order to promote safety in all airport activities, maintain a higher quality of service
for airport users, protect airport users from unlicensed and unauthorized products and services,
enhance the availability of adequate services for all airport users, and promote the orderly
development of airport land. Milwaukee County adopted its first Schedule of Minimum
Standards for Commercial Aeronautical Activities on Milwaukee County’s Airports (“Minimum
Standards”) in 1966. Revisions were adopted in October 2003, March 2010, and April 2013.
Milwaukee County’s Minimum Standards address specific aeronautical activities including line
services, airframe and engine maintenance and repair and/or modification, specialized aircraft
repair services, aircraft sales (new and/or used), flight training, aircraft charter and air taxi,
aircraft rental and lease, special commercial flying services, T-hangar storage, commercial
fractional aircraft management services, and aircraft management services operations.

From time to time it becomes necessary to clarify the requirements of certain minimum
standards. Such an instance has arisen regarding the listing of insurance requirements pertaining
to the various sections contained in the Minimum Standards. The minimum amounts listed in the
Minimum Standards are far below the current amounts required by the County’s Risk
Management Director. These differences between the minimum amounts required under the
standards and the defined amounts required by the County’s Risk Management Director cause
confusion among airport tenants and commercial operators. Accordingly, Airport staff proposes
to delete the minimum amounts of insurance from the respective insurance tables listed in each
section of the Minimum Standards and to instead identify the insurance required by the County’s
Risk Management Director in the applicable operating permit or lease agreement. Airport staff
believes that this change will allow prospective operators to better understand the proper
amounts of insurance at the time of their applications. The revisions to each respective section
are as follows:

5 



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
Page 2

Section A.2.(h) Line Services
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage,

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$500,000 each accident

(2) Hangar Keepers Liability:
$500,000 each accident

(3) Products Liability:
$300,000 each accident

(4) Motor Vehicle Liability:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$100,000 each accident

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage,
(2) Hangar Keepers Liability:
(3) Products Liability:
(4) Motor Vehicle Liability:

Section B.2.(c) Airframe and Engine and Repair and/or Modification
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Passenger Liability
$100,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(3) Hangar Keepers Liability:
$100,000 each accident

(4) Products Liability:
$300,000 each accident

(5) Motor Vehicle Liability:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
Page 3

Property Damage
$100,000 each accident

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(3) Hangar Keepers Liability:
(4) Products Liability:
(5) Motor Vehicle Liability:

Section C.2.(c) Specialized Aircraft Repair Services
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Hangar Keepers Liability: *
$100,000 each accident

(3) Products Liability:
$300,000 each accident

(4) Motor Vehicle Liability;
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$100,000 each accident

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(2) Hangar Keepers Liability:
(3) Products Liability:
(4) Motor Vehicle Liability;

Section D.2.(c) Aircraft Sales (New and/or Used)
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Passenger Liability
$100,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
Page 4

(3) Hangar Keepers Liability:
$100,000 each accident

(4) Products Liability: *
$300,000 each accident

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(3) Hangar Keepers Liability:
(4) Products Liability: *

Section E.2.(c) Flight Training
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$l00,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(3) Student and Renters’ Liability:
$100,000 each accident

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(3) Student and Renters’ Liability:

Section F.2.(c) Aircraft Charter and Air Taxi
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability;

Bodily Injury
$1,000,000 per occurrence
Passenger Liability
$1,000,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
Bodily Injury
$1,000,000 each person
Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

(3) Motor Vehicle Liability:
$1,000,000 CSL



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
Page 5

(4) Workers Compensation and Disability coverage as required by law

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability;
(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(3) Motor Vehicle Liability:
(4) Workers Compensation and Disability coverage as required by law

Section G.2.(d) Aircraft Rental and Lease
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Passenger Liability
$100,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(3) Student and Renters’ Liability:
(When applicable)
$100,000 each accident

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(3) Student and Renters’ Liability:

Section H.2.(b) Specialized Commercial Flying Services
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Passenger Liability
$100,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(3) Products Liability*
$300,000 each accident

*When applicable



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
Page 6

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(3) Products Liability*
*When applicable

Section I.2.(d) T-Hangar Storage
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:

Bodily Injury (Each Accident)
$100,000 each person
$300,000 for more than one person
Property Damage
$300,000 each accident

(2) Hangar Keepers Liability: *
$100,000 each accident

* Required only if applicable

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Comprehensive Public Liability and Comprehensive Property Damage:
(2) Hangar Keepers Liability: *
* Required only if applicable

Section J.2.(c) Commercial Fractional Aircraft Management Services
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury
$1,000,000 per occurrence
Passenger Liability
$1,000,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

(2) Commercial General Liability and Property Damage:
Bodily Injury
$1,000,000 each occurrence
Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

(3) Motor Vehicle Liability:
$1,000,000 CSL

(4) Workers Compensation and Disability coverage as required by law

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Commercial General Liability and Property Damage:
(3) Motor Vehicle Liability:
(4) Workers Compensation and Disability coverage as required by law



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
Page 7

Section K.2.(c) Aircraft Management Services Operator
Existing Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:

Bodily Injury
$1,000,000 per occurrence
Passenger Liability
$1,000,000 each passenger, each accident
Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

(2) Commercial General Liability and Property Damage:
Bodily Injury
$1,000,000 each occurrence
Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

(3) Motor Vehicle Liability:
$1,000,000 CSL

(4) Workers Compensation and Disability coverage as required by law

Revised Insurance Minimum Requirement:
(1) Aircraft Liability:
(2) Commercial General Liability and Property Damage:
(3) Motor Vehicle Liability:
(4) Workers Compensation and Disability coverage as required by law

RECOMMENDATION

In order to effectuate the revisions to the Minimum Standards, Airport staff recommends that
Milwaukee County amend the insurance paragraphs of the Minimum Standards by removing the
listed insurance amounts within each of the following sections of the Minimum Standards:

Section A.2.(h) Line Services
Section B.2.(c) Airframe and Engine and Repair and/or Modification
Section C.2.(c) Specialized Aircraft Repair Services
Section D.2.(c) Aircraft Sales (New and/or Used)
Section E.2.(c) Flight Training
Section F.2.(c) Aircraft Charter and Air Taxi
Section G.2.(d) Aircraft Rental and Lease
Section H.2.(b) Specialized Commercial Flying Services
Section I.2.(d) T-Hangar Storage
Section J.2.(c) Commercial Fractional Aircraft Management Services
Section K.2.(c) Aircraft Management Services Operator

In order to avoid confusion, at the time of application Commercial Operators will be referred to
the insurance requirements contained in the relevant permit or agreement.



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 14, 2014
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FISCAL NOTE

There is no fiscal impact with the revision of Minimum Standards.

Prepared by: Steven A. Wright – Airport Properties Manager

Approved by:

_________________________________ ____________________________________
Brian Dranzik, Director Terry Blue
Department of Transportation Interim Airport Director
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File No.1
Journal2

3
(Item ) From the Director, Department of Transportation, requesting authorization to4
revise the Minimum Standards for Commercial Aeronautical Activities on Milwaukee5
County Airports in order to remove insurance amounts:6

7

RESOLUTION8
9

WHEREAS, FAA Regulations strongly recommend that airports develop and10
maintain a listing of minimum standards in order to promote safety in all airport11
activities, maintain a higher quality of service for airport users, protect airport users from12
unlicensed and unauthorized products and services, enhance the availability of13
adequate services for all airport users, and promote the orderly development of airport14
land; and15

16
WHEREAS, Milwaukee County adopted its first Schedule of Minimum Standards17

for Commercial Aeronautical Activities on Milwaukee County’s Airports (“Minimum18
Standards”) in 1966 with revisions adopted in October 2003, March 2010, and April19
2013; and20

21
WHEREAS, Milwaukee County’s Minimum Standards address specific22

aeronautical activities including line services, airframe and engine maintenance and23
repair and/or modification, specialized aircraft repair services, aircraft sales (new and/or24
used), flight training, aircraft charter and air taxi, aircraft rental and lease, special25
commercial flying services, T-hangar storage, commercial fractional aircraft26
management services, and aircraft management services operations; and27

28
WHEREAS, from time to time it becomes necessary to clarify the requirements of29

certain minimum standards and such an instance has arisen regarding listing of30
insurance requirements pertaining to the various sections contained in the Minimum31
Standards; and32

33
WHEREAS, the minimum amounts listed in the Minimum Standards are far34

below the current amounts required by the County’s Risk Management Director; and35
36

WHEREAS, these differences between the minimum amounts required under the37
Minimum Standards and the defined amounts required by the County’s Risk Manage-38
ment Director cause confusion among airports tenants and commercial operations, and39

40
WHEREAS, Airport staff proposes to remove the minimum amounts of insurance41

from the respective insurance tables listed in each section of the Minimum Standards42
and to instead identify the insurance required by the County’s Risk Management43
Director in the applicable operating permit or lease agreement, and44

45
WHEREAS, Airport staff believes that this change will allow prospective46



operators to better understand the proper amounts of insurance at the time of their47
applications, and48

49
WHEREAS, in order to effectuate the revisions to the Minimum Standards,50

Airport staff recommends that the County amend the insurance paragraphs of the51
Minimum Standards by removing the listed insurance amounts within each of the52
following sections:53

Aeronautical Activity54
Section A.2.(h) Line Services55
Section B.2.(c) Airframe and Engine and Repair and/or Modification56
Section C.2.(c) Specialized Aircraft Repair Services57
Section D.2.(c) Aircraft Sales (New and/or Used)58
Section E.2.(c) Flight Training59
Section F.2.(c) Aircraft Charter and Air Taxi60
Section G.2.(d) Aircraft Rental and Lease61
Section H.2.(b) Specialized Commercial Flying Services62
Section I.2.(d) T-Hangar Storage63
Section J.2.(c) Commercial Fractional Aircraft Management Services64
Section K.2.(c) Aircraft Management Services Operator, and65

66
WHEREAS, in order to avoid confusion, at the time of application Commercial67

Operators will be referred to the insurance requirements contained in the relevant68
permit or agreement, and69

70
WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee, at its71

meeting on June 11, 2014, recommended approval (vote ) that Milwaukee County72
amend the insurance paragraphs of the Minimum Standards by removing the listed73
insurance amounts; now, therefore74

75
BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director, Department of Transportation and the76

County Clerk are hereby authorized to amend the insurance paragraphs of the Minimum77
Standards by removing the listed insurance amounts within the following sections:78

Aeronautical Activity79
Section A.2.(h) Line Services80
Section B.2.(c) Airframe and Engine and Repair and/or Modification81
Section C.2.(c) Specialized Aircraft Repair Services82
Section D.2.(c) Aircraft Sales (New and/or Used)83
Section E.2.(c) Flight Training84
Section F.2.(c) Aircraft Charter and Air Taxi85
Section G.2.(d) Aircraft Rental and Lease86
Section H.2.(b) Specialized Commercial Flying Services87
Section I.2.(d) T-Hangar Storage88
Section J.2.(c) Commercial Fractional Aircraft Management Services89
Section K.2.(c) Aircraft Management Services Operator90

91
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

DATE: 5/14/14 Original Fiscal Note

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: REVISION OF THE MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR COMMERCIAL
AERONAUTICAL ACTIVITIES ON MILWAUKEE COUNTY AIRPORTS IN ORDER TO
REMOVE INSURANCE AMOUNTS

FISCAL EFFECT:

No Direct County Fiscal Impact Increase Capital Expenditures

Existing Staff Time Required
Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below) Increase Capital Revenues

Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget Decrease Capital Revenues

Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget

Decrease Operating Expenditures Use of contingent funds

Increase Operating Revenues

Decrease Operating Revenues

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or
Revenue Category

Current Year Subsequent Year

Operating Budget Expenditure 0 0

Revenue 0 0

Net Cost 0 0

Capital Improvement
Budget

Expenditure 0 0

Revenue 0 0

Net Cost 0 0



DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

There is no fiscal impact with the revision of Minimum Standards

Department/Prepared By Steven A. Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? Yes No

Did CBDP Review?2 Yes No Not Required

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.
2 Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts.



COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 15, 2014

TO: Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO AIRPORT AGREEMENT NO. OL-1162 BETWEEN MILWAUKEE
COUNTY AND SHELL OIL COMPANY AS ASSIGNED TO EQUILON ENTERPRISES,
LLC, FOR THE PURPOSE OF DAYLIGHTING A PORTION OF ITS FUEL PIPING
BETWEEN THE MAIN FUEL LINE AND MILWAUKEE COUNTY’S HYDRANT FUEL
SYSTEM

POLICY

Amendments to certain lease agreements at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA)
require approval by the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors.

BACKGROUND

Milwaukee County entered into an agreement with Shell Oil Company on October 17, 1995,
further assigned to Equilon Enterprises, LLC, (Equilon) on June 5, 2002, for the construction,
operation, inspection, maintenance, repair, replacement, substitution, modification and/or
removal of a fuel pipeline over an easement/right of way not to exceed ten (10) inches in
diameter to be used for the transportation of aviation fuels. The easement/right of way
commences at the eastern boundary of GMIA, north of the Wisconsin Air National Guard
premises, and terminates at a leased premises described with Airport Agreement No. OL-1162
located within the fuel farm of GMIA. Equilon maintains an underground pipe that connects the
main pipeline located within the easement/right of way to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel
system leased to the Signatory Airlines.

Equilon is now requesting to abandon the underground pipe connecting its main fuel pipe to
Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system and is further requesting to construct an above ground
pipe within the fuel farm area that will reconnect Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee
County’s hydrant fuel system as shown on the attached set of plans.

RECOMMENDATION

Airport staff has reviewed the plans submitted by Equilon and recommends that Airport
Agreement No. OL-1162 between Milwaukee County and Shell Oil Company, as assigned to
Equilon Enterprises, LLC, be amended to reflect the abandonment of the existing pipe
connecting Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system and the
construction of an above ground pipe within the fuel farm area that will reconnect Equilon’s
main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system as described on the attached set of
plans. The amendment will continue Equilon’s liability for the abandoned pipe and will
establish Equilon’s liability for the above ground pipe.

6 



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee
May 15, 2014
Page 2

FISCAL NOTE

Equilon has agreed to pay all costs associated with the construction and maintenance of the
above ground pipe. There is no fiscal impact to Milwaukee County in the abandonment of the
existing fuel pipe and the construction of an above ground pipe within the fuel farm area
connecting Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system at GMIA.

Prepared by: Steven A. Wright – Airport Properties Manager

Approved by:

_________________________________ ____________________________________
Brian Dranzik, Director Patricia M. Walslager
Department of Transportation Deputy Airport Director, Finance and Administration

for Terry Blue, Interim Airport Director
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File No.1
Journal2

3
(Item ) From the Director, Department of Transportation, requesting to amend Airport4
Agreement No. OL-1162 between Milwaukee County and Shell Oil Company as5
assigned to Equilon Enterprises, LLC, for the purpose of daylighting a portion of its fuel6
piping between the main fuel line and Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system:7

8

RESOLUTION9
10

WHEREAS, Milwaukee County entered into an agreement with Shell Oil11
Company on October 17, 1995, further assigned to Equilon Enterprises, LLC, (Equilon)12
on June 5, 2002, for the construction, operation, inspection, maintenance, repair,13
replacement, substitution, modification and/or removal of a fuel pipeline over an14
easement/right of way not to exceed ten (10) inches in diameter to be used for the15
transportation of aviation fuels; and16

17
WHEREAS, the easement/right of way commences at the eastern boundary of18

GMIA, north of the Wisconsin Air National Guard premises, and terminates at a leased19
premises described with Airport Agreement No. OL-1162 located within the fuel farm of20
GMIA; and21

22
WHEREAS, Equilon maintains an underground pipe that connects the main23

pipeline located within the easement/right of way to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel24
system leased to the Signatory Airlines; and25

26
WHEREAS, Equilon is now requesting to abandon the underground pipe27

connecting its main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system and is further28
requesting to construct an above ground pipe within the fuel farm area that will29
reconnect Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system; and30

31
WHEREAS, Airport staff has reviewed the plans submitted by Equilon and32

recommends that Airport Agreement No. OL-1162 between Milwaukee County and33
Shell Oil Company, as assigned to Equilon Enterprises, LLC, be amended to reflect the34
abandonment of the existing pipe connecting Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee35
County’s hydrant fuel system and the construction of an above ground pipe within the36
fuel farm area that will reconnect Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s37
hydrant fuel system; and38

39
WHEREAS, the amendment will continue Equilon’s liability for the abandoned40

pipe and will establish Equilon’s liability for the above ground pipe; now, therefore41
42

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director, Department of Transportation and the43
County Clerk are hereby authorized to amend Airport Agreement No. OL-1162 between44
Milwaukee County and Shell Oil Company, as assigned to Equilon Enterprises, LLC, to45
reflect the abandonment of the existing pipe connecting Equilon’s main fuel pipe to46



Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system and the construction of an above ground pipe47
within the fuel farm area that will reconnect Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee48
County’s hydrant fuel system.49

50
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

DATE: 5/15/14 Original Fiscal Note

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO AIRPORT AGREEMENT NO. OL-1162 BETWEEN
MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND SHELL OIL COMPANY AS ASSIGNED TO EQUILON
ENTERPRISES, LLC, FOR THE PURPOSE OF DAYLIGHTING A PORTION OF ITS FUEL
PIPING BETWEEN THE MAIN FUEL LINE AND MILWAUKEE COUNTY'S HYDRANT FUEL
SYSTEM

FISCAL EFFECT:

No Direct County Fiscal Impact Increase Capital Expenditures

Existing Staff Time Required
Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below) Increase Capital Revenues

Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget Decrease Capital Revenues

Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget

Decrease Operating Expenditures Use of contingent funds

Increase Operating Revenues

Decrease Operating Revenues

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or
Revenue Category

Current Year Subsequent Year

Operating Budget Expenditure 0 0

Revenue 0 0

Net Cost 0 0

Capital Improvement
Budget

Expenditure 0 0

Revenue 0 0

Net Cost 0 0



DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

Equilon has agreed to pay all costs associated with the construction and maintenance of the
above ground pipe. There is no fiscal impact to Milwaukee County in the abandonment of the
existing fuel pipe and the construction of an above ground pipe within the fuel farm area
connecting Equilon’s main fuel pipe to Milwaukee County’s hydrant fuel system at GMIA.

Department/Prepared By Steven A. Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? Yes No

Did CBDP Review?2 Yes No Not Required

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.
2 Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts.



  

 Community Business Development Partners 
 

 MILWAUKEE COUNTY 
  

 Rick Norris, PE, Director, DBE Liaison Officer, ACDBE Liaison Officer 
 
 

MILWAUKEE COUNTY - CITY CAMPUS    2711 WEST WELLS STREET, 8
TH

 FLOOR, ROOM 830    MILWAUKEE, WI 53208 

EMAIL  cbdp@milwcnty.com    TELEPHONE  (414) 278-4747    FAX  (414) 223-1958 

COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 
Date: May 20, 2014 

 

To: Supervisor Patricia Jursik, Chair, Economic & Community Development Committee 

 Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chair, Transportation, Public Works & Transit Committee 

 

From: Rick Norris, PE, Director, Community Business Development Partners (CBDP) 

 

Subject: Request to Open a Banking Account for CBDP’s Micro Loan Program with Tri City National Bank  

 

 

 
Backround: 

 

North Milwaukee State Bank (NMSB) currently serves the Revolving Loan Program and was asked to perform 

a familiar service for the Micro Loan Program.  For several years NMSB successfully served the Revolving 

Loan Program.  The maximum loan amount is $30,000 and only certified DBE/ACDBE companies can 

participate in the Revolving Program. The major difference between the Revolving Loan (4% interest rate) and 

the Micro loan (5% interest rate) programs is that the maximum loan amount associated with the Micro loan is 

$5,000 and the Micro Loan Program is part of the SBE initiative.   

 

Initially, NMSB agreed, however, a few months before the Micro Loan Program was to be rolled out CBDP 

was informed by NMSB that they were rescinding on the agreement to service the Micro Loan. NMSB 

informed CBDP that the Micro Loan Program would not be cost-effective to serve.  In effort to find a financial 

institution that would serve as a depository and provide minimum to no serving fees Tri City Bank was selected.   
 

Update: 

The Department of Community Business Development Partners (CBDP) is seeking Board approval and authorization to 

open a bank account associated with the Micro Loan Program at Tri City National Bank, located at 5555 South 108
th
 

Street, Hales Corners, WI 53130. The authorization will allow CBDP to deposit funds related to the Micro Loan Program.   

 

The Milwaukee County Comptroller - Audit Department will be responsible for reconciling the bank statements and 

verifying reports generated by CBDP.   

 

Approved by: 

 

Rick Norris 
 

Rick Norris, PE 

Director, CBDP 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY - CITY CAMPUS    2711 WEST WELLS STREET, 8
TH

 FLOOR, ROOM 830    MILWAUKEE, WI 53208 

TELEPHONE (414) 278-4747    FAX (414) 223-1958 

cc:  Chris Abele, County Executive 

 Raisa Koltun, Chief of Staff, County Executive 

 Don Tyler, Director of Administrative Services 

 Kelly Bablitch, Chief of Staff, Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 

 Amy Pechacek, Director, Risk Management 

 Josh Fudge, Director PSB 



 1 

File  No. 09- 1 

(Journal, ) 2 

 3 

 4 

(ITEM NO.    )  From the Director, Department of Administrative Services Community -5 

Business Development Partners seeking authorization to use Tri City National Bank for 6 

the Micro Loan Program, by recommending adoption of the following: 7 

 8 

A RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, the North Milwaukee State Bank (NMSB) originally agreed to service 11 

Milwaukee County’s Micro Loan program, however, a few months before the Micro Loan 12 

Program was to be rolled out the Community Business Development Partners Division was 13 

informed by NMSB that it was rescinding its agreement to service the Micro Loan; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, NMSB indicated that the Micro Loan Program would not be cost-16 

effective enough to provide the previously agreed upon service; and 17 

 18 

 WHEREAS, CBDP subsequently selected Tri City Bank, located at 5555 South 19 

108th Street in Hales Corners, to serve as a depository for the Micro Loan Program; and 20 

 21 

 WHEREAS, in Tri City Bank will provide the service at either no or minimal 22 

service costs; now, therefore, 23 

 24 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby 25 

authorizes the Director of the Department of Administrative Services to use Tri City 26 

Bank as the depository and service provider for the Micro Loan Program. 27 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: May 30, 2014 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT:   Seeking approval to open a banking account at Tri-City National Bank for the Micro 

Loan Program 
 
FISCAL EFFECT: 
 

 No Direct County Fiscal Impact  Increase Capital Expenditures 
   

  Existing Staff Time Required 

   Decrease Capital Expenditures 

 Increase Operating Expenditures 

 (If checked, check one of two boxes below)  Increase Capital Revenues  
 

  Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  Decrease Capital Revenues 
 

  Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  
  

 Decrease Operating Expenditures  Use of contingent funds 
 

 Increase Operating Revenues 
 

 Decrease Operating Revenues 
 
Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in 
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year. 
 
 

 Expenditure or 
Revenue Category 

Current Year Subsequent Year 

Operating Budget Expenditure $0 $0 

Revenue $0 $0 

Net Cost $0 $0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure $0 $0 

Revenue $0 $0 

Net Cost $0 $0 

 
 



 
DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT  
 
In the space below, you must provide the following information.  Attach additional pages if 
necessary. 
 
A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or 

changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted. 
B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or proposed 

action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1  If annualized or subsequent 
year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then those shall be stated 
as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action, the source of any new or 
additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private donation), the use of contingent funds, 
and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to surpluses or change in purpose required to fund 
the requested action.   

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year.  A 
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the 
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is sufficient 
to offset the cost of the requested action.  If relevant, discussion of budgetary impacts in 
subsequent years also shall be discussed.  Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be noted for the 
entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented when it is 
reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings for each of 
the five years in question).  Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and subsequent 
budget years should be cited.  

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on this 
form.   

 

 

Adoption of this resolution will not require an expenditure of funds.  Any fees associated 
with the servicing of the Micro Loan Program will be paid with loan proceeds.  The fees 
will not be absorbed in CBDP’s budget. 
 

 
Department/Prepared By Rick Norris, P.E.  Director of Community Business Development Partners  
 

Approved by: Rick Norris 

________________________________ Date__5/30/2014____________________ 
  
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No 

 

Did CBDP Review?
2
   Yes  No     Not Required   

                                                 
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
2 

Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts. 
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File No.1
Journal2

3
(ITEM NO. ) A resolution to approve the American Transmission Company’s (ATC)4
purchase of easements for the construction of the Western Milwaukee County Electric5
Reliability Transmission Line Project, by recommending adoption of the following:6

7
8

A RESOLUTION9
10
11
12

WHEREAS, the Western Milwaukee County Electric Reliability Project13
(WMCERP) consists of the construction of two new electric transmission lines to14
support a new electrical substation located at the WE Energies power plant on the15
County Grounds; and16

17
WHEREAS, the American Transmission Company (ATC) will be constructing the18

new lines that will interconnect into the new substation; and19
20

WHEREAS, the WMCERP was approved in early 2013 by the Public Service21
Commission of Wisconsin and, subsequently, ATC notified Milwaukee County of its22
request for easement to locate the high tension poles that will carry the transmission23
lines; and24

25
WHEREAS, the County had 90 days to negotiate easement language and26

purchase price and DAS engaged an appraiser on behalf of all of the affected27
departments to determine the value of each requested easement; and28

29
WHEREAS, ATC and County staff from the Parks, Transportation and30

Administrative Services Departments and Corporation Counsel were unable to come to31
an agreed upon price for the easements within the 90 day window; and32

33
WHEREAS, therefore, ATC proceeded to arbitration on each of the parcels and,34

per Wisconsin State Statute 196.491(3e), commencement to arbitration automatically35
granted the easements rights to ATC; and36

37
WHEREAS, as of last week, an agreement was reached on the price of all38

requested easements for a total offer of $592,589.90; now, therefore,39
40

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors does hereby41
approve the easement price agreement negotiated with ATC; and42

43
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the funds be placed in Org. 1945 -44

Appropriations for Contingencies Account.45
46
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The undersigned GRANTOR, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, a Municipal 
Corporation duly organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws 
of the State of Wisconsin, in consideration of the sum of One Dollar 
($1.00), receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does hereby give, grant, 
and convey unto American Transmission Company LLC, a Wisconsin 
limited liability company and ATC Management Inc., a Wisconsin 
corporation (hereinafter jointly referred to as GRANTEE), its successors 
and assigns, subject to the limitations and reservations herein stated, a 
temporary limited easement upon, over and across lands, being a part of the 
premises of the GRANTOR in the Northeast ¼ of the Northeast ¼ of Section 
30, Township 7 North, Range 21 East, in the City of Wauwatosa, Milwaukee 
County, Wisconsin, hereinafter referred to as Grantor’s Premises. 
 
GRANTOR does hereby grant to GRANTEE a temporary limited easement 
upon, over and across a strip of land 30 feet in width and 50 feet in length, 
within Grantor’s Premises, the legal description and location of which is as 
described and shown on the attached Exhibit “B,” is made part of this 
document, and is hereinafter referred to as the Temporary Limited Easement.   
 
The Temporary Limited Easement is 1,500 square feet and shall be used for a 
turn-around area for large vehicles and equipment during the initial construction 
of an electric transmission line (Western Milwaukee County Electric Reliability 
Project). 
 
 
The Temporary Limited Easement grant is further subject to the following terms and conditions:   
 
1) GRANTEE may enter and drive large vehicles and equipment upon the Temporary Limited Easement for the purposes of 
exercising the rights conferred by this Temporary Limited Easement.   
 
2) It is understood by both GRANTOR and GRANTEE that GRANTEE will drive over, down and through existing 
vegetation in the Temporary Limited Easement.  GRANTEE shall pay a reasonable sum for all damages to the 
Temporary Limited Easement caused by GRANTEE’s use of the Temporary Limited Easement; however, the parties 
agree that the driving over, down and through any vegetation under the terms of this Temporary Limited Easement, 
which may cause that vegetation to be altered, weakened or perish, is not considered damage which GRANTEE shall be 
responsible for.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, any disturbance or damage to the turf in the Temporary Limited 
Easement caused by GRANTEE's use of the Temporary Limited Easement, shall be restored by GRANTEE to a 
condition as good as or better than the condition that existed before the easement was approved. 
 
3)  GRANTOR shall not be responsible for, and GRANTEE shall indemnify and hold the GRANTOR harmless from and 
against any penalties, claims, demands, liabilities, expenses (including, but not limited to, attorneys’ fees), injury to persons 
or property to the extent and in the percentage caused by GRANTEE.  In addition, no indemnity shall be paid by GRANTEE 
to GRANTOR either directly or indirectly, or through contribution or indemnification, for any damages or any part of damages 
for which GRANTEE’S liability is limited in a tariff filed with, and accepted for filing by the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (or its successor agencies), or any applicable state tariff accepted or approved by a state regulatory 
commission, except in accordance with such tariff provision.   
 
4)  GRANTEE shall, to the fullest extent provided for under any environmental laws, rules and regulations, be responsible 
for any required repair, clean-up, remediation or detoxification, to levels required by the Wisconsin Department of Natural 
Resources or other applicable regulatory agency, arising out of the release of any Hazardous Materials brought onto and 
introduced on, in, or under the Temporary Limited Easement by GRANTEE or its agents, and GRANTEE shall indemnify, 
defend and hold the GRANTOR harmless from any liability, cost, damage, claim or injury (including reasonable attorney 
fees) to the extent and in the percentage GRANTEE caused such liability, cost, damage, claim or injury, subject to any 
applicable tariff limitation as described in Paragraph 3, above.  Any contaminated soil which presence pre-exists the date 
of this easement, located on, in, or under the Temporary Limited Easement that are discovered or disturbed by GRANTEE 

TEMPORARY LIMITED EASEMENT 

Wis. Stat. Sec. 182.017(7) 

Wis. Stat. Sec. 196.491(3e) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Record this document with the Register of 
Deeds 

 
 
 
 
 

Document Number 

Name and Return Address: 

American Transmission Company LLC 
Attn:  Real Estate Department 
PO Box 47 
Waukesha  WI     53187-0047 

Parcel Identification Number(s) 
378-9996-00 
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or its agents during its use of the Temporary Limited Easement, will be containerized and disposed of by GRANTEE in 
accordance with all environmental laws, rules and regulations.   
 
5)  This Temporary Limited Easement shall terminate upon the energization of the Western Milwaukee County Electric 
Reliability Project transmission line, or on August 1, 2015, whichever is later. 
 
6)  The parties hereto do hereby agree to the terms and conditions set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated 
herein.  The term “Landowner” on said Exhibit A shall mean GRANTOR, and the term “utility” on said Exhibit A shall mean 
GRANTEE.   
 
7) The GRANTOR warrants and represents that the GRANTOR has clear, merchantable, fee simple title to said property, 
and that the GRANTOR knows of no claim, pending contract for sale, or negotiation for such contract of sale for any of the 
lands described herein. 
 
As provided by PSC 113, the GRANTOR has had a minimum period of five days to examine the PSC brochure entitled, 
Right of Way and Easements for Electric Facility Construction describing the GRANTOR’S rights and options in the 
easement negotiating process.   
 
WITNESS the signature(s) of the GRANTOR this ______ day of ____________________, 2014. 
 
  
  
 By __________________________________ (Seal) 
 Signature 

  
 Printed Name:  _________________________ 
 
 Title:  _________________________________ 
  
 Grantor 
 

 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
 

 
STATE OF WISCONSIN ) 

 )     ss 
COUNTY OF   ) 
 
 
Personally came before me this ____________ day of _______________________, 2014, the above named 

____________________ to me known to be the person(s) who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged the 

same. 

 
________________________________________ 
Signature of Notary 

________________________________________ 
Printed Name of Notary 

 
Notary Public, State of Wisconsin 

 
My Commission expires (is) _________________ 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

Wisconsin Statute 182.017(7) 

(7)  High-Voltage Transmission Lines.  Any easement for rights-of-way for high-voltage transmission lines as defined under s. 

196.491 (1) (f) shall be subject to the conditions and limitations specified in this subsection. 

 (a) The conveyance under ch. 706 and, if applicable, the petition under s. 32.06 (7), shall describe the interest transferred by 

specifying, in addition to the length and width of the right-of-way, the number, type and maximum height of all structures to be 

erected thereon, the minimum height of the transmission lines above the landscape, and the number and maximum voltage of the lines 

to be constructed and operated thereon.  

 (b) In determining just compensation for the interest under s. 32.09, damages shall include losses caused by placement of the line 

and associated facilities near fences or natural barriers such that lands not taken are rendered less readily accessible to vehicles, 

agricultural implements and aircraft used in crop work, as well as damages resulting from ozone effects and other physical phenomena 

associated with such lines, including but not limited to interference with telephone, television and radio communication.  

 (c) In constructing and maintaining high-voltage transmission lines on the property covered by the easement the utility shall:  

 1. If excavation is necessary, ensure that the top soil is stripped, piled and replaced upon completion of the operation.  

 2. Restore to its original condition any slope, terrace, or waterway which is disturbed by the construction or maintenance.  

 3. Insofar as is practicable and when the landowner requests, schedule any construction work in an area used for agricultural 

production at times when the ground is frozen in order to prevent or reduce soil compaction.  

 4. Clear all debris and remove all stones and rocks resulting from construction activity upon completion of construction.  

 5. Satisfactorily repair to its original condition any fence damaged as a result of construction or maintenance operations. If 

cutting a fence is necessary, a temporary gate shall be installed. Any such gate shall be left in place at the landowner's request.  

 6. Repair any drainage tile line within the easement damaged by such construction or maintenance.  

 7. Pay for any crop damage caused by such construction or maintenance.  

 8. Supply and install any necessary grounding of a landowner's fences, machinery or buildings.  

 (d) The utility shall control weeds and brush around the transmission line facilities. No herbicidal chemicals may be used for 

weed and brush control without the express written consent of the landowner. If weed and brush control is undertaken by the 

landowner under an agreement with the utility, the landowner shall receive from the utility a reasonable amount for such services.  

 (e) The landowner shall be afforded a reasonable time prior to commencement of construction to harvest any trees located within 

the easement boundaries, and if the landowner fails to do so, the landowner shall nevertheless retain title to all trees cut by the utility.  

 (f) The landowner shall not be responsible for any injury to persons or property caused by the design, construction or upkeep of 

the high-voltage transmission lines or towers.  

 (g) The utility shall employ all reasonable measures to ensure that the landowner's television and radio reception is not adversely 

affected by the high-voltage transmission lines.  

 (h) The utility may not use any lands beyond the boundaries of the easement for any purpose, including ingress to and egress 

from the right-of-way, without the written consent of the landowner.  

 (i) The rights conferred under pars. (c) to (h) may be specifically waived by the landowner in an easement conveyance which 

contains such paragraphs verbatim.  

ADDENDUM 

The undersigned GRANTOR this ___ day of ________________, 20___, does hereby waive the rights in paragraphs (c) through (h) 

in this Exhibit A. 

Witness:     Grantor:      

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This instrument drafted by Kim Stratton on behalf of American Transmission Company, PO Box 47, Waukesha, Wisconsin 
53187-0047. 
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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 19, 2014

TO: Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman County Board of Supervisors
Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation Public Works
& Transit Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: Jurisdictional Transfer of Highway Ownership for W. St. Martins Rd. (CTH MM)
from S. North Cape Rd. to State Trunk highway 100 to the City of Franklin

POLICY

County Board approval is required for the Director of the Department of Transportation (DOT)
to execute a Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement with the City of Franklin for County Trunk
Highway (CTH) MM. The County has authority to make changes to the CTH System by Section
83.025 Wis. Stats.

BACKGROUND

The County has jurisdiction over W. St. Martins Rd. (CTH MM) from S. North Cape Rd. to State
Trunk highway 100.

Transfer of ownership to the City of Franklin for future maintenance and upkeep of this County
Trunk Highway is viewed as a benefit to the public, the City of Franklin and Milwaukee County.
The road functions more as a local street than a county highway. A Jurisdictional Transfer
Agreement is required to execute this ownership transfer. A copy of the Jurisdictional Transfer
is attached to the resolution and has been reviewed and approved by the County’s Corporation
Counsel and the City of Franklin.

The City of Franklin has requested the roadway be improved prior to the transfer. The condition
of the rural cross section roadway is in need of improvement. Improvement of the roadway is
included in the capital improvements budget for design in 2014 and the requested capital
improvements budget for construction in 2015. The budget for the roadway includes the use
County Highway Improvement Program funds for this project that will require the inclusion of
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations.

The jurisdictional transfer of CTH MM conforms to, is consistent with and serves to implement
recommendations contained within the Southeast Regional Transportation System Plan under the
County Jurisdictional Highway System Plan.

13 



Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic
Supervisor Michael Mayo
Page 2

May 19, 2014

The jurisdictional transfer of CTH MM requires approval from the State of Wisconsin
Department of Transportation which will be requested.

RECOMMENDATION

The Director of DOT requests the necessary approvals to execute the attached Jurisdictional
Transfer Agreement with the City of Franklin for CTH MM.
.

Prepared by: Clark Wantoch, Director of Highway Operations.

Approved by:

________________________________
Brian Dranzik, Director
Department of Transportation

BD:CAW:

cc: Chris Abele, County Executive
Raisa Koltun, Interim Chief of Staff, County Executive’s Office
Kelly Bablitch, Chief of Staff, County Board of Supervisors
Scott Manske, Comptroller
James Martin, Director of Administration, DOT
Clark Wantoch, Director of Highway Operations, DOT



(ITEM ) From the Director of the Department of Transportation (DOT), requesting1
authorization to execute a Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement to transfer Highway2
Ownership for W. St. Martins Rd. (County Trunk Highway (CTH) MM) to the City of3
Franklin (City) by recommending adoption of the following resolution:4

5
6

A RESOLUTION7
8
9

WHEREAS, the authority to make changes to the County Trunk Highway (CTH)10
System is granted to the County by Section 83.025 Wis. Stats.; and11

12
WHEREAS, the County has jurisdiction over CTH MM from S. North Cape Rd. to13

State Trunk highway 100; and14
15

WHEREAS, transfer of ownership to the City of Franklin for future maintenance16
and upkeep of the County Trunk Highway is viewed as a benefit to the public, the City of17
Franklin and Milwaukee County as the roadway functions more like a local street than a18
County Trunk Highway; and19

20
WHEREAS, a Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement is required to execute an21

ownership transfer; and22
23

WHEREAS, a Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement (copy attached) has been24
reviewed by the county’s corporation counsel and the City of Franklin; and25

26
WHEREAS, improvements for the roadway is included for design in 2014 and27

construction in the 2015 requested capital improvements budget; and28
29

WHEREAS, the jurisdictional transfer conforms to, is consistent with and serves30
to implement the recommendations contained within the Southeast Regional31
Transportation System Plan under the County Jurisdictional Highway System Plan; and32

33
WHEREAS, the jurisdictional transfer requires approval from the State34

Department of Transportation which will be requested; now therefore;35
36

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of DOT is hereby authorized to execute a37
Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement to transfer highway ownership for CTH MM from S.38
North Cape Rd. to State Trunk highway 100 from Milwaukee County to the City of39
Franklin.40



MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

DATE: May 19, 2014 Original Fiscal Note X

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: Jurisdictional Transfer Agreement CTH MM (St. Martins Rd.)

FISCAL EFFECT:

X No Direct County Fiscal Impact Increase Capital Expenditures

Existing Staff Time Required
Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below) Increase Capital Revenues

Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget Decrease Capital Revenues

Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget

Decrease Operating Expenditures Use of contingent funds

Increase Operating Revenues

Decrease Operating Revenues

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or
Revenue Category

Current Year Subsequent Year

Operating Budget Expenditure

Revenue

Net Cost

Capital Improvement
Budget

Expenditure

Revenue

Net Cost



DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

This resolution is for the Jurisdictional Transfer only. There is no cost associated with the
transfer itself. The 2014 budget approved $346,300 for design, the 2015 budget will request
$900,000 to build phase one of the project and the 2016 budget will request $2,100,000 to
complete the project.

Department/Prepared By MCDOT / Clark Wantoch, Director of Highway Operations

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? Yes No X Not Required

Did CBDP Review?2 Yes No X Not Required

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.
2

Community Business Development Partners’ review is required on all professional service and public work construction contracts.



JURISDICTIONAL TRANSFER AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

MILWAUKEE COUNTY
AND

CITY OF FRANKLIN

This JURISDICTIONAL TRANSFER AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”), is made and
entered into effective this _____ day of _____________________, 2014, by and between
MILWAUKEE COUNTY (the “County”) and the CITY OF FRANKLIN (the “City”).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the authority to make changes to the County Trunk Highway System is
granted to the County by Section 83.025 Wis. Stats.; and

WHEREAS, the County has jurisdiction over County Trunk Highway CTH MM, S. St.
Martins Rd. from S. North Cape Rd. to State Trunk highway 100; and

WHEREAS, the County has requested of the City a jurisdictional transfer of the County
Trunk Highway above-referenced and the County agrees that such transfer would be of benefit to
the public; and

WHEREAS, The jurisdictional transfer conforms to, is consistent with and serves to
implement the recommendations contained within the Southeast Regional Transportation System
Plan under the County Jurisdictional Highway System Plan; and

WHEREAS, the State Department of Transportation has reviewed the jurisdictional
transfer and has approved it by letter attached.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the mutual covenants
contained herein, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of
which are hereby acknowledged by the parties hereto, it is agreed as follows:

PROVISIONS:

1. The County agrees, upon approval of this Agreement, and approval by the Milwaukee
County Board of Supervisors of an appropriate resolution, to transfer jurisdiction of CTH
MM, S. St. Martins Rd. from S. North Cape Rd. to State Trunk highway 100.

2. The City agrees, upon approval of this Agreement, and approval by the City Common
Council of an appropriate resolution, to accept transfer of jurisdiction of the County
Trunk Highway above-referenced.

3. The City agrees that upon acceptance it will assume all costs related to the maintenance
of said roadway including, but not limited to, driving surface, shoulders, stormwater,



snow and ice control, traffic engineering (signs, signals, pavement markings) and
structures (bridges and culverts), if any.

4. The City agrees that upon acceptance it will assume responsibility for all permits for
work within the roadway right-of-way including driveway and utilities.

5. The County agrees to indemnify and hold the City harmless from any and all claims that
may arise out of the County’s ownership, operation and maintenance of those portions of
CTH MM above-referenced for the period of time prior to the transfer.

6. The County and the City understand, acknowledge and agree that as a condition of this
Agreement the County will fund a project to improve CTH MM above-referenced as
mutually agreed on by both the County and the City.

7. The City agrees that upon completion of the improvements contemplated above, the City
shall accept transfer of jurisdiction by resolution of its governing body.

8. The City agrees that as the recipient agency, it will notify the Southeastern Regional
Planning Commission, the State Department of Transportation and the property owners
along the roadway that a transfer of jurisdiction has occurred and informing the property
owners which City officials or departments to contact for issues related to roadway
maintenance.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the day, month
and year first above written.

CITY OF FRANKLIN MILWAUKEE COUNTY

By: __________________ Date: _____ By: ___________________ Date: _____
Name: Name:
Title: Title:

By: __________________ Date: _____ By: ___________________ Date: _____
Name: Name:
Title: Title:

By: __________________ Date: _____ By: ___________________ Date: _____
Name: Name:
Title: Title:

Approved as to form and independent status



By: __________________ Date: _____ By: __________________ Date: _____
City Engineer Corporation Counsel

By: __________________ Date: _____
City Attorney



COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

DATE: May 14, 2014

TO: Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairwoman, County Board of
Supervisors
Supervisor Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works,
& Transit Committee

FROM: Brian Dranzik, Director, Department of Transportation

SUBJECT: INFORMATIONAL REPORT: Summary of Fund Transfers for

Consideration at the June 2014 Meeting of the Committee on Finance,

Personnel and Audit

Description: Amount:

1. DOT – Airport $120,000

The Director of the Milwaukee County Department of Transportation (MCDOT)—

Airport Division is requesting approval of an appropriation transfer to demolish a

building located at 4900 S. Howell Avenue at General Mitchell International Airport.

The property is over 60 years old and was originally occupied by Jeff’s Fast Freight and

most recently occupied by Frontier Airlines as a flight kitchen until the end of their lease

on October 18, 2012. The building has been uninhabited since that time, during which it

has suffered severe damage from fire sprinkler system pipes that froze and burst.

In November 2013, the City of Milwaukee Department of Neighborhood Services cited

the Airport for violation of City Code with regard to the broken fire sprinkler system.

Airport staff investigated making the necessary repairs to bring the building back into

code compliance and determined the costs to be excessive. Razing the building will

prevent needing to invest money to bring it into code compliance and up to a marketable

condition along with the projected annual maintenance costs. It is anticipated the

recommended demolition of the facility would be bid and have taken place by November

2014.

Approval of this requested appropriation transfer will have no property tax levy impact.
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Description: Amount:

2. DOT – Airport $222,000

The Director of the Milwaukee County Department of Transportation (MCDOT)—

Airport Division is requesting approval of an appropriation transfer to complete a study

of GMIA Terminal Expansion and Central Checkpoint Feasibility.

GMIA has long contemplated the costs and benefits of consolidating its current

individual security checkpoints serving each of the three concourses (C, D & E) into one

central checkpoint in the terminal mall area of the airport. GMIA is evaluating a concept

plan to expand the terminal mall, including addition of a central passenger security

checkpoint to provide for larger post security concession development accessible to all

three concourses. GMIA desires to understand the feasibility, costs, and value of this

potential expansion plan.

The study is to include analysis to determine the capacity required for the central

checkpoint to handle, at a minimum, the throughput needed for a full utilization of all

three concourses. Additionally this study will include a conceptual evaluation of the

potential alteration and relocation of international gate operations at GMIA including

Customs and Border Protection facilities and potential for incorporation in an expanded

terminal.

Approval of this requested appropriation transfer will have no property tax levy impact.
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